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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which the subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 38 and 42-45 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Lee et al. 

With regard to claim 38, Lee et al teaches a testing circuit comprising: two or 
more block test units (fig. 4, parts 44-n), each of which compares a first data of n bits 
with a reference data of the n bits for each corresponding bit, and outputs a 
comparison result as a test circuit output signal, wherein the first data is outputted from 
corresponding one of m object circuits for a test (col. 7, lines 16-21); and a first logical 
processing unit which judges whether or not the all of m the test circuit output signals 
indicate that the first data is coincident with the reference data, and outputs a judgment 
result as a total judgment result signal based on the m test circuit output signals (fig. 4, 
part 110), wherein each of the m block test units includes: a block judging unit which 
compares the first data with the reference data for each corresponding bit to judge 
whether the first data is coincident with the reference data, and outputs a comparison 
result as a block judgment result signal (fig. 5, part XOR3-XOR6), and a block output 
selecting unit which outputs the block judgment result signal (fig. 5, part 42). Lee et al, 
however, does not teach an output control signal being used. Frame et al teaches a 
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testing circuit in which testing units compare a first data with reference data and a 
comparison result is outputted based on a control signal (fig. 4A & col. 5, lines 52-61). 
It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the time of the 
invention, to modify Lee et al, so that a control signal is used, as taught by Frame et al, 
in order to be able to increase system flexibility by being able to have more control over 
the final results. 

With regard to claim 42, Lee et al teaches the total judgment result signal 
indicating all of m object circuits passing the test, in case that all of m test circuit output 
signal indicate that the first data is coincident with the reference data (col. 2, lines 41- 
45). 

With regard to claim 43, Lee et al teaches the total judgment result signal 
indicating at least one of the m object circuits failing the test, in case that at least one of 
m the test circuit output signal indicates that the first data is not coincident with the 
reference data (col. 6, lines 51-55). 

With regard to claim 44, Lee et al teaches the block judging unit includes: n 
individually judging units, each of which compares one of n bits of the first data with 
corresponding one of n bits of the reference data, and outputs a comparison result as a 
comparison result signal (fig. 5, part XOR3-XOR6); and a second logical processing 
unit which outputs the block judgment result signal indicating whether or not the first 
data is coincident with the reference data, based on a plurality of the comparison result 
signals supplied from the n individually judging units (fig. 5, part 42). 
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With regard to claim 45, Lee et al teaches the block judgment result signal 
indicating that the first data is coincident with the reference data, in case that all of the 
comparison result signals indicate that the one of n bits of the first data is coincident 
with the corresponding one of n bits of the reference data (col. 2, lines 31-45). 

Allowable Subject Matter 

3. Claims 39-41 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, 
but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of 
the base claim and any intervening claims. 

The following is a statement of reasons for the indication of allowable subject 
matter: The prior art of record does not teach an output control signal being set so that 
the block output selecting unit outputs one of a block judgment signal and standard 
signal. 

Conclusion 

4. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Sellmair, Ohtomo, and Cole et al all teach a method for testing 
integrated circuits. 

5. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Paul Kim whose telephone number is 571-272-2217. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday 10:00-6:30. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Marc Hoff can be reached on 571-272-2216. The fax phone numbers for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned are 571-273-8300 for 
regular communications and for After Final communications. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is 703-308- 
0956. 

PK 

January 9, 2006 




